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- The MAILING DA IE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1)^ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 08 November 2006 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)EI This action is non-final. 

3) Q Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1.3-12.20 and 34-45 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) g] Claim(s) 1.3-12.20.34-45 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)D Some * c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. Q Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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1 ) £3 Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-41 3) 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) p aP er No(s)/Mail Date. . 

3) □ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO/SB/08) 5 ) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date . 6) □ Other: 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This communication is in response to amendment filed 1 1/8/2006. 

Response to Amendment 

2. Claims 1, 9, 34, 35 have been amended. 1, 3-12, 20 and 34-45 are currently pending. 

Based upon these findings of new references, the examiner has withdrawn the 
allowability of claims indicated in the prior office action. The examiner regrets any 
inconvenience to the applicant due to this action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. Claims 36-45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

4. Claims 36-45 do not alter functionality of the processor based upon any of the features 
recited in the claims. For example, the process of budget and invoicing performed by the 
processor is not altered by where the processor is located. The claims are indefinite because the 
process performed by the processor is not related to the structural limitations of the processor 
itself as claimed. 
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Art Unit: 3693 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

5. Claims 1, 3-12, 20 and 34-45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Kimball ; "Tracking your department budgets, commitments, and actuals with dimensional 
model", Business Wire, June 1, 1999 and further in view of Enzweiler, Albert J; 
The "sizzle" in client/server systems, Management Accounting v77n8 PP: 22-30 Feb 1996. 

Kimball inherently teaches creating a budget for a transaction, the budget including a total price 
and at least one line item, each line item including an approved work order price; (see p.2 
"budget broken down by line items" and "purchase orders, work orders and various forms of 
contracts". Note also that each line item of a budget pertains to expense pertaining to a specific 
work order). Kimball also teaches verifying the budget and approving budget (see p.2 "budget is 
approved", "adjustments to the budget" suggests the verification process). Kimball further 
teaches creation of work order for each line item, each work order specifying a vendor to 
complete the work order (see p. 3 see "commitment" and "party to whom the commitment is 
owed."). 

Kimball, fails to teach however, Enzweiler in the same field of endeavor teaches : 
creating a work order relating to automated commerce for each line item, each work order 
specifying a vendor to complete the work order; transmitting the work order to the vendor 
electronically; receiving invoice information from the vendor, the invoice information being 
received in response to the transmitted work order and including an invoiced price; approving, 
the invoiced price upon verifying that the invoiced price is within the approved work order price 
or a preset coverage tolerance and initiating payment of the approved invoice price to the 
vendor. 

(refer to details of work flow technology as quoted below and other details disclosed in 
the reference pertaining to work order and invoice processing). 

(Workflow technology uses the network to automate transaction flows. Transactions can 
be captured at the source and routed automatically to any person or business unit on the network. 
For example, a purchase requisition can be input by the business unit manager, routed for 
approvals, and then sent to purchasing. An electronic copy of the purchase order can be sent to 
the vendor via electronic data interchange (EDI) and to accounts payable for matching. An 
electronic copy of the receiving report also can be sent to accounts payable for matching. The 
entire transaction flow takes place via the network, and no paper copy exists.). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine teachings of 
Business Wire and Enzweiler to an integrated budgeting and work-order and invoice processing 
computerized method which would improve efficiency of budget line item processing including 
work order and invoice process. 

6. Regarding claims 3-12 official notice is taken that various elements recited in the instant 

claims are old and well known in the art. For example, budget approval by a designated manager, 

using a workflow is old and well known in the art. In many organizations, such approval of the 

budget by more than one manager in a hierarchical organization is required. Likewise, receiving 

confirmation of the invoiced item by a vendor of a modified price is old and well known practice 

in commerce. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 

invention to incorporate this feature as per the requirement of organization implementing the 

budget and invoice processing in order to conform to the applicable rules and procedures. 

7. Claim 20 refers to various methods of initiating payment to the vendor. The examiner 
takes official notice that batch posting a payment is old and well known in the art. It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention because batch 
posting would permit posting any number of payments at once thereby reducing work load and 
improving efficiency. 

8. All limitations of claims 34 and 35 corresponds to method claim 1. Note that in view of the 
applied references within computerized art the limitations of claim 34 are inherently considered. 
No separate analysis therefore is deemed necessary since claim 34 is a treated as product to 
practice invention of claim 1 . 

9. Regarding claims 36-45, the examiner takes official notice that housing a processor in a 
terminal (a PC, a minicomputer, etc.) or having the terminal connected to the network are old 
and well known features in the client-server communication field. It would have been obvious to 
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one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to implement various features as 
deemed appropriate and based upon the business requirement of the entity operating the 
processor and based upon perceived improvement in the functionality of the system. 



10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to JAGDISH PATEL whose telephone number is (571) 272-6748. 



If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, KRAMER JAMES A can be reached on (571)272-6783. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 517-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for Unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Conclusion 



The examiner can normally be reached on 





JagdishN. Patel 
(Primary Examiner, AU 3693) 



2/18/07 



